2 abstract: It is a general algorithm that allows the use of an arbitrary measure of pairwise association between nodes, an arbitrary scoring scheme that transforms the associations into weights of the network links, and a method for inferring the directions of the network links. First this sentence is confusing. Second, all methods discussed in this paper (including the above mentioned one) have been introduced by NOT inferring the direction between links. Hence this is only optional.
.
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8 The comparative has been conducted using simulated and real The comparison has been… The paper contains many errors like this. They all need to be correct. I suggest to consult a native speaker. 11 From the discussion, it is unclear to me which method was best, which was second etc. This is rather cruptic. It need to be much more clear. A problem is the 'coding' introduced by the authors. You need to convert it back because otherwise it is labersome to understand what you mean.
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